Appl. No. 10/678,877 Attorney Docket No . : EH-10673 (02-354 ) 

Resp. dated Aug. 2, 2005 

Reply to office action of July 5, 2005 

REMARKS /ARGUMENTS 

In the office action mailed July 5, 2005, the Examiner 
required restriction between the following groups of invention: 

I. Claims 1-7 drawn to a cooling air supply system 
classified in class 415, subclass 116; and 

II. Claims 8-11 drawn to a gas turbine engine 
including a gas turbine with a high pressure 
compressor bleed in combination with an air supply 
system classified in class 60, subclass 806. 

Applicants hereby elect the invention of Group I, claims 1- 
7, for the purposes of examination. The election is made with 
traverse . 

The Examiner contends in the office action that the 
inventions of Groups I and II are distinct because the engine 
combination of Group II does not require all specific details of 
the air supply system of Group I. The Examiner points out that 
the Group II engine does not necessarily require means for 
reducing leakage between a high pressure source and a point of 
use as specified in the Group I air supply system. Furthermore, 
the air supply system of Group I is not limited to use in gas 
turbine engines with compressor bleed systems. The Group I 
system is averred by the Examiner to be suitable for use with 
turbine engines employing cooling air supplied from sources 
other than engine compressors . 

A review of the claims in the application shows that claim 
8 calls for a nozzle and ejector assembly for delivering air 
from the chamber at a pressure sufficient to maintain a cooling 
air fl ow through the blade outer seal and a back flow margin 
across the blade outer seal . A review of claim 2 shows that the 
means for reducing leakage comprises a nozzle and ejector 
assembly. Thus, while claim 8 is not identical to the language 
of claims 1 and 2, the subject matter of the two claims is 
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identical. Thus, it is necessary that when the Examiner does the 
search for elected claims 1-7, that he search the subject matter 
of claims 8-11. 

Further, the Examiner is incorrect when he says that the 
air supply system of Group I is not limited to use in gas 
turbines with compressor bleed systems. Claim 7 in the elected 
Group clearly says that the high pressure fluid source receives 
bleed air from a high pressure compressor. Thus, once again, the 
subject matter of the elected Group of claims is present in 
claims 8-11. 

For these reasons, the Examiner is hereby requested to 
withdraw the restriction requirement and examine all pending 
claims . 

An early action on the merits is respectfully solicited. 

Should the Examiner believe an amendment is needed to place 
the case in condition for allowance, he is hereby invited to 
contact Applicants 1 attorney at the telephone number listed 
below. 

No fee is believed to be due as a result of this response. 
Should the Director determine that a fee is due, he is hereby 
authorized to charge said fee to Deposit Account No. 21-0279. 



I, Nicole Motzer, hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the United States Postal Service with sufficient postage as first 
class mail in an envelope addressed to: "Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313" on August 2, 2005. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Richard foL. Haff et al . 



Date: August 2, 2005 



0feorgeN^/ Coufcy 
BACHMAN & LaFOINTE, P.C. 
Reg. No. 34, £09 
Attorney tot Applicants 
Telephone: / (203 ) 777-6628 
Telefax: (1203 ) 865-0297 
Email : doqket@bachlap . com 
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